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ABSTRACT 

This booklet provides information on the use and cost 
of child care for preschoolers. Tables and charts provide data on: 
(1) child care arrangements used by employed mothers for 
preschoolers; C2) the weekly cost of preschool •chi Id care from 1986 
to 1993; (3) the percent of arrangements for which payments are made; 
(4) regional differences in child care costs; (5) the percent of 
preschoolers of employed mothers in frequently paid for child care 
arrangements by family income; (6) the percent of families paying for 
child care by family income and poverty status; (7) the cost of child 
care for families by family income and poverty status; and (8) the 
percent of monthly family income spent on child care by family income 
and poverty status. The data indicate that a family with a 
preschool-age child spent an average of 64 dollars per week for child 
care in 1986 and 79 dollars per week in 1993, that economic status 
plays a major part in the choice of child care, and that child care 
is more of a burden for poor families than for middle class families, 
because they pay a larger share of their monthly income for child 
care. The document consists mainly of graphs and illustrations. Two 
tables are attached. (MDM) 



Reproductions supplied by EDRS are the best that can be made 
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The choice of child care arrangements for preschool-age children is one of the most 
important daily decisions parents make. It is an age where children are most 
dependent on a care provider's supervisory skills and often marks the time when 
children make their first prolonged social contacts with persons outside the immediate 
family. 



In 1993, there were 9.9 million children 
under 5 who were in need of care while 
their mothers were at work. Family 
members (41 percent), organized child 
care facilities (30 percent), and family 
day care settings (17 percent) were 
among the principal child care 
arrangements used for preschoolers . 
while their mothers were at work. 
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One of the greatest concerns that a 
family must face is finding low-cost child 
care during the time parents are at work. 
Families with employed mothers are 
spending more today on child care than 
they did in the past. A family with a 
preschooi-age child spent an average of 
$79 per week on child care in 1993 
compared with only $64 per week in 
1986. 



Parents are more likely to have to pay for 
child care when nonrelatives are used. 
When children are cared for in arrangements 
such as organized child care facilities, family 
day care settings, or by in-home babysitters, 
about 9 out of 10 families with employed 
mothers make payments. This is 5 times as 
many as when relatives are used. 
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Costs of child care vary geographically. 
Families with employed mothers living in 
the Northeast and West paid an average 
of $85 per week for child care, while 
families in the Midwest and South paid 
about $10 and $15 less per week, 
respectively. Child care costs faced by 
families living in metropolitan areas 
averaged slightly over $80 per week, 
about $25 per week more than families 
living in nonmetropolitan America. 




Economic status plays a major part in 
the choice of child care. Families with 
employed mothers living above the 
poverty line tend to choose 
arrangements which are more likely to 
require cash payments. About one-half 
of preschoolers living above the poverty 
line are in these arrangements 
compared with 4 out of 10 preschoolers 
living below poverty. This results in 
greater proportions of upper income 
families paying for child care. 
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Poor families pay less for child care then 
nonpoor families. Child care costs 
averaged about $50 per week for poor 
families with employed mothers in 1993 
compared with $79 per week for families 
above the poverty line. 
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Child care is more of an economic 
burden for poor families because they 
pay a larger share of their monthly 
income for child care. Among families 
with employed mothers who pay for child 
care, poor families spent 21 percent of 
their monthly income in 1993 on child 
care, about 2-1/2 times the proportion of 
monthly income spent on child care by 
nonpoor families. If current welfare 
proposals make benefit recipience 
contingent upon labor force participation, 
then child care costs may prove a 
difficult barrier to overcome in securing 
employment if provisions are not 
included for affordable child care 
arrangements. 
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